
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 

The Honorable Jocelyn Boyd 
Chief Clerk/Administrator 

May 24, 2018 

Public Service Commission of South Carolina 
101 Executive Center Drive 
Columbia, SC 29210 

Matthew W. Gissendanner 
Assistant General Counsel 

matthew.gissendanner@scana.com 

Re: Joint Application and Petition of South Carolina Elect1·ic & Gas Company 
and Dominion Energy, Inc. for review and approval of a proposed business 
combination between SCANA Corporation and Dominion Energy, Inc., as 
may be required, and for a prudency determination regarding the 
abandonment of the V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Project and associated merger 
benefits and cost recovery plans; Docket No. 2017-370-E 

Dear Ms. Boyd: 

On May 7, 2018, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company, LLC ("Transco") 
filed a Petition to Intervene (Out of Time) ("First Petition") in which it sought 
permission to intervene out of time and be made a party of record in the above­
referenced Docket. On May 11, 2018, SCE&G and Dominion Energy filed a response 
opposing and objecting to the First Petition ("Response") on the basis that Transco 
lacks standing to intervene in this matter, failed to satisfy the Commission's pleading 
requirements, and did not timely file its request. 

For reasons which were not expressed or explained, on May 17, 2018, Transco 
filed a second Petition to Intervene (Out of Time) ("Second Petition"). Therein, 
Transco does not articulate or assert any additional facts sufficient to demonstrate 
that it has standing to intervene in this matter. Nor does Transco state sufficient 
facts from which its alleged right or interest can be determined, the grounds for its 
proposed intervention, or its proposed position in this proceeding. Finally, Transco's 
Second Petition does not set forth any reasonable basis sufficient to support excusing 
it from its obligation to timely petition to intervene in this matter. 

For the same reasons articulated in the Response, which is incorporated herein 
by reference, SCE&G and Dominion Energy therefore assert that the Second Petition 
should be denied. 
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Dear Ms. Boyd:

On May 7, 2018, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company, LLC ("Transco")
filed a Petition to Intervene (Out of Time) ("First Petition") in which it sought
permission to intervene out of time and be made a party of record in the above-
referenced Docket. On May 11, 2018, SCE&G and Dominion Energy filed a response
opposing and objecting to the First Petition ("Response" ) on the basis that Transco
lacks standing to intervene in this matter, failed to satisfy the Commission's pleading
requirements, and did not timely file its request.

For reasons which were not expressed or explained, on May 17, 2018, Transco
filed a second Petition to Intervene (Out of Time) ("Second Petition"). Therein,
Transco does not articulate or assert any additional facts sufficient to demonstrate
that it has standing to intervene in this matter. Nor does Transco state sufficient
facts from which its alleged right or interest can be determined, the grounds for its
proposed intervention, or its proposed position in this proceeding. Finally, Transco's
Second Petition does not set forth any reasonable basis sufficient to support excusing
it from its obligation to timely petition to intervene in this matter.

For the same reasons articulated in the Response, which is incorporated herein
by reference, SCE&G and Dominion Energy therefore assert that the Second Petition
should be denied.
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T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  a s s i s t a n c e  w i t h  t h i s  m a t t e r .  If you have any questions or 
need any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

MWG/kms 

VM:L;~ 
Matthew W. Gissendanner 
Attorney for South Carolina Electric & 
Gas Company 

J. David Black 
Attorney for Dominion Energy, Inc. 
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Thank you for your assistance with this matter. If you have any questions or
need any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Matthew W. Gissendanner
Attorney for South Carolina Electric &
Gas Company

J. David Black
Attorney for Dominion Energy, Inc.
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